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Introduction 
Developing a series of six radio programs based on the 
field of criminology afforded excellent opportunities for 
dealing with a good many of the more important aspects of 
radio production. First of all~ the basic idea for the 
series had to be considered quite thoroughly. Fortunately, 
Professor Albert Morris, Chairman of the Sociology Depart-
ment of Boston University, showed a great deal of interest 
in the project, and was most cooperative. Professor Morris 
served as the source of material for the programs, and as: 
the voice of the series. 
His invaluable assistance, however, created one of our 
major problems. The entire project had to be finished by 
approximately the tenth of June, since he had made arrange-
ments to leave Boston soon after that date, and would be 
out of town for several months. This very important time 
consideration dictated that a somewhat stringent production 
tlmetable be established. 
A great deal of interesting material was available, 
from which approximately thirteen and one half minutes of 
air time had to be derived for each of the six programs. 
Every effort was made to present as much listenable infor.ma~ 
tion as possible, while still maintaining a conversational 
approach. It is quite readily understandable that, in 
dealing with specific crimes, the question of good taste 
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is quite prominent. In addition~ there were more than a 
few instances in which the use of actual names of people 
and places~ although further enhancing the authenticity of 
the script~ would have more than likely led to possible 
legal entanglements. Both of these considerations were 
disposed of in what is believed to be a satisfactory manner. 
When the scripts were ready for final approval, they were 
turned over to Professor Morris so that he might make any 
necessary technical changes. 
Studio facilities and recording equipment were other 
factors involved. All the actual production and recording 
aspects were handled in the WBUR studios. Roderick D. 
Rightmire~ Communication ~ts Graduate Assistant, was most 
helpful as program announcer and engineer. Once the series 
was recorded on tape, it was necessary to adjust each .. 
program to the proper playing time required for fifteen 
minute broadcasts • This was achieved by editing out certain 
words and sentences~ without destroying the continuity of 
the particular program. 
As I look back over the past several months, I can 
readily appreciate the opportunity which has been afforded 
me. I am grateful that I was able to undertake this 
particular project. I feel a greater con~idence in my 
ability and knowledge with regard to the medium of radio 
and more specifically in the area of writing. I realize 
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that I still have a good deal to learn, but I believe that 
it will come only with practical experience such as I have 
received in producing these programs. 
Wben I first proposed this series as a potential thesis 
project, it was my belief that such an undertaking would 11 
help me immeasurably with regard to my vocational goals. 
Now that the work is completed, I can honestly say that 
the experience has been most enlightening, and I feel 
better equipped to advance in my chos:en field of endeavor. 
Criminals and the Community - Program #l 
General Introduction to Criminology 
ANN: Criminals and the Community; a transcribed series of programs 
dealing with crime. Who are the offenders? Why do they 
engage in crime? These programE are designed to provide 
a clearer insight into this major social problem. Here 
to discuss the general field of criminology is Professor 
Albert Morris 7 noted crlininologist and chairman of the 
sociology department of Boston University. 
PROF: Crime attracts a great deal of public interest but 
because criminals tend to conceal their acts 7 · most of us 
have no direct or conscious experience with criminal 
behavior._ However, many of us do get excited about it and 
formulate ideas as to what ought to be done to ~urb it. 
People are often very free in expressing their remedies 
to friends and neighbors; they write letters to the 
editor; to the chief of police. The amazing thing about 
this is that most of these people have never even seen 
anyone they actually knew to be a criminal. We seem to 
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have stereotypes of what criminals are like; and on the 
basis of these we devise solutions for that which is 
actually nonexistent. 
I happen to be one of those fellows who fancies 
himself as possessing a green thumb. I get a big kick 
out of puttering around in my backyard. Well, it seems 
that whertever one of my neighbors has a rosebush to plant 
or some similar gardening task to perform, he comes to 
an amateUr like me f'or technical advice as to how to go 
about it. But when it comes to crime, they know all the 
answers. I even get them on the train coming into Boston. 
Every man can be his own_ criminologist but not his own 
gardener: 
When -people think of crime, I believe they generally 
have in ritind such offenses as robbery, l)urglary, theft, 
rape and murder. These are real crimes; perhaps the most 
e-
common crimes• These are the ones that attract the attention 
of the police. But are they? In 1949, the police of New 
York City charged people there with almost one million 
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criminal offenses. Ninety percent of these offenses 
were against traffic~ safety ru~d public health laws. The 
remaining ten percent included offenses such as drunkenness, 
disorderly conduct., vagrancy~ bigamy an.d abandonment. In 
fact, only one percent or about eleven thousand of the 
original 'million were for burglary, robbery, grand larceny.,' 
murder or manslaughter., and all other felonies. Obviously, 
crime isntt simply robbery, murder, rape, arson and things 
_of that sort. 
People may say, ttperhaps what you say is true but 
drunks, traffic offenders and bookies arenTt what we mean 
by real criminals.tt ·well, why not? They are far more 
numerous and costly. Perhaps it is because the robber or 
burglar is usually rather blundering and unskilled. He 
upsets our dignity. He sticks a gun in our ribs, takes 
tvvo and a half dollars, and so we want to put him in 
prison. ·But suppose a nice, cleancut-looking fellow takes 
us to dinner. He mentions someone we went to school with 
at Boston University or Michigan, and we end up buying 
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three thousand dollars worth of stock in a nonexistent 
oil well. Then the police pick him up. They discover 
he's been doing this sort of thing all over the country~ 
and we discover we 1ve been had. But when we hear the 
truth, we start making excuses for him. une seemed like 
such a nice fellow. We had a wonderful time. I just 
can 1t believe it .. 11 
If a 'filling station is held up, everybody knows about 
~It. Robbery is dramatic and has what you might call a 
high social visibility. But a bank guard can be carrying 
on a conversation with a bank teller while the teller is 
embe~zling a few thousand dollars from the bank. In the 
latter crime there is obviously a low degree of social 
visibility, but the loss involved may be much greater 
than that of the filling station robbery. There are 
numerous petty offenses which are extremely costly. For 
example, I have seen the criminal record of a man who.has 
a list of drunlrenness offenses which runs over three 
typewritten pages, singlespaced, with the first entry 
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dating back to the 1920 t s ~ Think about the expense 
involved in. arresting this m8ll. Hers taken to court. He 
may be dismissed or sent to a house of correction. There 
bets given room and board at the expense of the tax payers 
for ten days, because there's nothing he can do there to 
earn his keep. This gets to be pretty expensive when we 
figure that, while he 1 s co11£ined, perhaps his family needs 
public welfare and assistance. 
The fact is that crime is committed by many kinds of 
people and business organizations .. In a study of some 
seventy large corporations in the United States, it was 
~ 
found that seven hundred and seventy nine decisions of 
criminal action were given over a period of forty-five 
years against those seventy corporations. These, mind 
you, weren 1 t just shrewd business dealings, but out and 
out criminal acts. 
A large food distributing organization was charged 
by the federal government with having illegally obtained 
some twenty-one million dollars between 1935 and 1941. 
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They did this by such practices as shortchanging and 
short-weighting customers and by price-boosting at the 
check-out counters. Evidence presented indicated that 
these things were done with the knowledge of the company 
officials. I imagine that the twenty~one million dollars 
which this firm got between 1935 and 1942 .would probably 
be a larger sum than all the burglars and thieves in the 
United States got during the same period. 
Labor unions too have certainly included among their 
leaders, racketeers who have used the unions for their own 
criminal purposes. But what about professional people? 
Most of them, of course, are honest and honorable. But 
there are not a few criminals among them. For example, 
in 1944, one hundred and seventy five doctors in a large 
eastern city were temporarily suspended from practicing 
in Workmen's Compensation cases. That brought to something 
over one thousand, the total number of physicians in that 
particular city who had been convicted of criminal 
participation in a kick-back racket. The .charges involved 
the padding of fees by doctors and laboratory technicians 
in workments compensation cases. There were eight 
hundred and sixty four others who had been accused of 
participation in the same racket, but who were not 
prosecuted because at that time they were in the uniform 
of the United States. These criminal acts netted about 
five million dollars a year. 
I think that if we went into any food. or department 
store, the manager there could tell us stories about people, 
respectable people too, who walk out or try to walk out, 
with articles they haven't paid for. This is so usual that 
store managers have regular meetings to discuss this 
problem. And tbeytre not just dealing with professional 
shoplifters, but plain, ordinary, respectable members of 
the community. 
One day in 1943, the Navy made a spot check of civilian 
personnel at one of its ship yards. They used a gadget 
called the inspectroscope, which detects hidden metallic 
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articles and other things as well. As a result of 
spotchecking these civilian personnel, as they were 
leaving the yard, on just one day they recovered such 
things as: paint brushes, rolls of wire, hand drills, 
flashlights, a can of ham, three bottles of whisky, towels 
and a roll of sandpaper. Civilian employees were actually 
stealing from the government, materials amounting to about 
fifteen hundred dollars a day. 
Each year many books are reported as missing from 
university libraries. Some of these books have been 
misplaced; others, no doubt borrowed by absent-minded 
professors. But the loss from university libraries in 
general is so great that it certainly canrt all be attributed 
to these two factors. The truth of the matter is that 
perfectly respectable college students steal books from 
libraries. I don't see any reason why a person who steals 
a bam from the government or a book from a library, isn 1 t 
just as much of a thief as a juvenile, for example, who 
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steals a cap from a s·tore. 
Crime~ then, is not just burglary, theft, rape and 
murder. It includes a great number of petty offenses, 
which nevertheless are crimes--disorderly conduct, assaults, 
traffic violations, drunkenness. It includes a great host 
of crimes which lack visibility--embezzlement, fraud a..Dd 
crimes committed by us so-called respectable people~ who 
steal from stores, business concerns or factories. It 
includes crimin~l offenses committed by big businesses 
resulting in tremendous losses to the public, running into 
some millions of dollars a year. When we consider this 
whole wide range of criminal a,cts, I .thin.l.c we have a much 
better-balanced picture.of what criminal behavior is really 
like. 
Crime isn 1 t a unit type of behavior.. It covers a 
tremendous range. If we can become aware of this, perhaps 
we can get.somewhere in dealing with it. We could stop 
superficial generalizing and begin to study specific crimes. 
Then we might learn something about what kinds of people 
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commit which crimes; why they cownit them; under what 
circumstances; pow we may best protect ourselves from 
them. 
I think we might also have to recognize that~ although 
crime is always against public policy~ it isntt nasty nor 
physically dangerous nor dramatic except for a very small 
number of offenses. ~~en the victim may find it chiefly 
exasperating. In some instaqces he is indifferent and 
there are many occas:t.ons when the inlln.ediate victim 
welcomes it• 
I think too, that if we accept the faet that"criminal 
behav~or is extremely varied~ we might ·recognize that our 
whole system of law enforcement has tended to be confined 
to a straight jacket by a very nal"row picture of crime; 
a picture which characterizes it all too simply in terms 
of murder, robbery~ theft~ burglary and rape. Our system 
of law enforcement in other words has been primarily aimed 
toward types of crimes which have high social visibility, 
often accompanied by violence. So we insist that our 
11 
:police be :physically rugged. We teach them to use 
weapons and radios. We teach them :j.udo and the like. All 
of which is necessary against the robber or other criminals 
of violence; but all of which are useless against the far 
greater number of other acts which we~ as a society, have 
sai~ are crimes--even though we may not always act as if 
we consider that we meant what we said. 
There is another consequence of our narrow stereotyping 
of crime worth noting. If we stop to think a bit about 
the wide range of criminal acts, it becomes apparent 
that the very few ways we have of dealing with offenders 
are completely inadequate. About all we can do is fine 
them, put them on probation, or put them in prison. 
Three patent medicines for a tremendously wide range of 
behavior. It 1 s a little bit as though all we could do if 
a person were sick, would be to give him an aspirin tablet, 
remove something by surgery~ or change his diet. And with 
these simple remedies we would hope to deal with all illness. 
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This is essentially what wetre trying to do with crime. 
Public lmowledge of crime comes not from scientific 
research but from T.V.~ radio~ the movies and the press. 
Unfortunately, these·media are not concerned with the 
usual but with the unusual; not with accuracy but with 
interest; not with objectivity but with glamor. From 
such sources do our concepts of crime chiefly come. 
Necessarily_, therefore~ our ideas about the nature of 
crime ru~d cr~inals are narrow~ distorted~ superficial 
and inadequate; kernels of truth_, perhaps~ but surrounded 
by an aura of fiction. We have, in fact, developed a 
sort of mythology of crime. And this mythology must be 
replaced by reality,· if we 1 re ever going to cope with the 
problem of crime successfully. 
ANN: You have been listening to Professor Albert Morris, noted 
criminologist~ and chairman of the sociology department 
of Boston University, as he discussed the general field 
of criminology. On the next program in this seri~s, 
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Professor Morris will discuss the crime of homicide. 
Criminals and the Conn.nunity is produced and adapted for 
radio by Donald M. Segall, based on the writings of 
Professor Morris. 
Your announcer is Rod Rightmire. 
Criminals and the Oommupity - Program #2 
Homicide 
ANN: Criminals and the Community; a transcribed series of 
PROF: 
programs dealing with crime. Who are the offenders? 
Why do they engage in crime1 These programs are designed 
to provide a clearer insight into this major social 
problem. Here to discuss the crime of homicide is 
Professor Albert Morris, noted criminologist and chairman 
of the sociology department of Boston University. 
Homicide, which originally meant any h~lling of a 
human beingj is now commonly defined as the killing of 
one man by another. Not all homicide is criminal- The 
lawful executioner of a convicted murderer is obviously 
not guilty of a crime. A homicide is excusable when it 
is done under circumstances of an hccident; when there is 
I 
I 
no want of proper care on the part~ of the killer • 
. I 
Popularly, however, homicide is equated with murder. 
I 
Even criminal homicide need not be! murder. Manslaughter, 
I 
for example, 
I 
is criminal homicide,! but it differs from 
i 
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murder in the absence of malice. Manslaughter, rather 
than murder, may be committed under extreme provocation., 
or unintentionally" in the process of committing another 
unlawful act, or in performing some lawful act negligently., 
or in carrying out some lawful act which is dangerous to 
life. 
Negligent manslaughter comprises about forty percent of 
all criminal homicide cases repnrted in the United States 
during the last five years. This type of homicide is due 
almost entirely to traffic offense$ involving gross 
negligence. So., homicide is not always criminal; and 
' i 
criminal homic±de is by no means always murder. 
Murder is an unusual sort of crime. In the first place, 
most murderers commit the crime but once. .!l.nd they arentt 
the kinds of people who have previously committed crimes; 
at least not of a serious nature. The fact is that a 
surprising number of murderers commit suicide. Murderers 
usually kill their relatives, friends 11 and acquaintances., 
rather than strangers. If we 1 re g,oing to rob someone or 
"i 
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burglar:l.ze a home, we usually don t t pick on a relative 
or a friend. But if we are to be the victims of a 
murderer, the chances are overwhelmingly in favor of 
our being killed by a relative or friend, rather than 
by a gangster or someone bent on robbery. 
Professional murderers, that is, paid killers, usually, 
but not always, work for underworld business organizations. 
Usually these people kill other criminals. But _only a 
small number of murders are committed by such persons. 
Murder is generally an impulsive and unplanned sort of 
crXme. The techniques employed are usually relatively 
I 
simple. It doesn't require any special training such as 
we would need, to become a good p:l)ckpocket or shoplifter. 
In fact, most murder cases are assbciated with quarrels 
i 
in which the killer makes use of ~bottle, a poker, a 
I 
tire iron, or whatever happens to be handy. And if there's 
nothing handy, he simply resorts uo his feet and his 
fists. These unplanned and frigh~eningly direct and simple 
4 
techniques make it a very difficult crime to prevent. 
When we are dealing with repetitive crimes such as 
burglary or robbery, each criminal tends to develop his 
own individual way of committing the crime. Careful 
examination of this modus operandi is an aid to both 
prevention and detection. But it is of little use in 
dealing with homicide, because the mu~derer ordinarily 
follows no set pattern of behavior. 
The act of murdering is 'not limited to certain age 
groups or types of occupations. It can be committed by 
almost anybody. To be sure, it is chiefly committed by 
adults~ But, my files, for example, include eight 
murders cmamitted by children under ten years of age. 
A person c1oesn 1 t have to be particularly bright to conn:ni t 
a murder. Nineteen of my cases involve feeble-minded 
killers a-
The motives of those who kill may differ widely. 
A father might kill his idiot child to save him a life 
of helplessness. A husband may kill his wife, to relieve 
5 
her of' the incurable cancer. The gunma...11. may do a job 
f'or· a racketeer who wants to have a rival disposed of'. 
A husband may shoot his wif'e 1 s lover. Or two acquaintances 
may get into an argument at a bar~· and when they are 
affected by the alcohol a silly argu.ment may develop 
in which one eventually hits the other over the head 
with a beer bottle and kills him. 
Itt s true that murdex•s are chiefly committed by men., 
But women coramit about twice as many murders as they do 
other serious crimes. Now and then, newspaper headlines 
will tell about some maniacal killer. I think that perhaps 
we have an exaggerated notion of' the extent to which 
murder is co~nitted by deranged people. Out of' thirty 
two thousand mental patients admitted to St.Elizabeth 1 s 
hospital during the past twenty six years~ only eighty 
one had conrraitted some type of' homicide. This rate is 
less than that of several of our states. Many times 
murder victims unwittingly invite trouble~ just as so 
many of us do when we go away and don't bother to stop 
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the newspaper or milk deliveries. As a result~ bottles 
and p~pers acc~unulate and give evidence to anyone who's 
interested that we're not at home. We invite auto theft 
by leaving our keys in ourautomobiles. So also, in a 
good many murder cases, the victim is one of the inciting 
factors to the crime. An example of' this would be a 
situation in which a woman accepts an invitation to 
drink or to bide with a stranger. Or possibly two people 
may be quarreling and the argument may build up to a 
point where one may lose his or her temper completely 
and kill the other. But there are two people involved, 
and if the victim had been a little more responsible~ 
possessed a little bette~ judgment, his murderer might 
not have reached the boiling point. As a matter of' 
fact, there are a few instances in which the killer might 
himself have been the victim, had he not reached the 
explosive point first. 
To some extent, a pers~n who 1 s been provoked or 
7 
tempted to commit the: crime of murder bases his response 
i 
on what 1 s socially eipected of him. In some segments of 
I 
our society, if a mart found his wife to be committing 
1: 
adultery, he 1 d be uncier considerable pressure to divorce 
I 
I 
her, even though he ~oved her and didn 1 t want to divorce 
her. In other circl~s, it might be expected that the 
I 
husband would kill t~e man his wife was with. In some 
I 
: 
parts of the south, k sheriff may unnecessarily kill a 
Negro whom he has inj custody, if the Negro 1 s behavior 
I 
I 
even suggested that he might attempt to escape. 
In lower class g:roups, arguments are sometimes settled 
by punching some one lin the nose. It's much more in keeping 
with custom to inju~e somebody or even kill him, than it 
would be in an uppe~ class group. In preparation for 
i 
war, we teach our Y<:mng men how to kill. At the same 
I 
i 
! 
I 
I time,we also try to1create in them a p~ychological 
! 
attitude which willimake it easy for them to kill, thereby 
I 
relieving them of 
killing. We make 
I 
I 
ahy 
I 
II 
i~ a 
guilt or responsibility for the 
good thing to do .. S.hould we be 
8 
surprised if as a reJult of this training, some of these 
men, when they are nd longer in military service, might 
I 
still attempt to set~le disputes in this fashion? 
No doubt, some t~levision programs and some of the 
less-desirable types J of comic books may also do harm by 
l 
! 
! 
encouraging us to think that physical attacks and brutalities 
are more or less ineyitable and are desirable ways of 
, 
settling disputes. tn other words~ they provide a 
i 
permissive 
I psycholog~cal situation. 
'i 
. i 
Any person who 1 sjbrought to the point of complete 
; 
frustration and dist~rbance reacts in accordance with a 
i 
i pattern which is gen~rally suited to him. Or to which 
his personality and 
! 
I 
i 
~xperiences 
i 
i 
have made him suited. 
Where one person wou~d quite normally and naturally say, 
i 
ttitll sue youJ 11 another person might just as naturally 
i 
say, 11 Itll punch you: in the jawn; and still another person 
I , 
i 
might go further tha!ln that and actually kill. · 
i 
i 
All of this is f/ar from being a complete, orderly 
i 
and thorough presentlation of the whole subject of homicide. 
: 
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In fact, I 1ve barely scratched the surface. In fact, 
I'd like you to think of this not so much as a dissertation 
on homicide as a sample of what I had in mind when I 
discussed in the earlier lecture what had to be done 
before we can prevent and control crime more effectively. 
I said then that I think we must begin to take each 
specific type of crime and study it in some detail. We 
must discover what particular kinds of personalities 
conunit each sort of offense, and under what circUmstances. 
We must try to discover what conditions produce them:•' 
I've been illustrating the ways in which I would approach 
this by trying to take homicide apart or at least by 
illustrating how I would do it if there were time. 
To the extent that this sort of analysis is made with 
reference to each type of crime, it would help us to see 
better how to control it more effectively. 
If what Ttve said is accepted as being true~ then it 
must be obvious that the people who commit murders aren 1 t~ 
for tJ;le most pSi:tW, mentally del"anged, nor are they 
10 
habitual offenders. This makes it much more difficult for 
the police to detect them. ·They aren 1 t dealing with 
people who have criminal records or certain methods of 
corami tting murders~ This tends to make detection 
difficult .. 
On the other hand, since the murders are generally 
committed on friends, acquaintances, and relatives~ this 
helps to make detection somewhat easier. Not so with 
burglary or robbery; even if you see the person in the 
latter cases, hers apt to be someone you don 1 t know, 
haven 1 t seen before, and can 1 t describe. The majority of 
murders are unplanned; the killer has been brought up 
rather suddenly to the point of killing; in many instances 
they kill before they realize it. This represents for 
many of them, an extension, and intensification of a 
normal way of dealing with a frustrating situation. Only, 
.in such an instance, instead of punchli~g the other fellow 
in the nose, the.murderer kills him. 
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Because murder represents an unplanned and sudden 
attack in a fit of passion, obviously the laws with 
reference to it have much less chance of being deterrent 
in their effect; much less effective than laws with 
reference to income tax fraud or something of that sort, 
in which the offender may calculate the risk of his being 
detected and brought to trial. The murderer rarely 
gives any thought to much of anything. He just flays 
about blindly, without considering whether the law 
provides manda t'ory capital pu:o.isbment or whether life 
imprisonment is a passible alternative or whether capital 
punishment is abolished. 
Certainly, if he knows these things, they 1 re not in 
his thoughts at the time. And so this would have some 
bearing on arguments as to whether mandatory capital 
punishment, or capital punishment at all, have any 
important effect upon tpe homicide rate. An examination 
of the homicide rates in different states, as well as in 
foreign countries.before and after the abolition of the 
12 
death penalty, proves very interesting. It 1 s quite 
obvious that there's no observable effect upon the 
homicide rate.t regardless of the presence.or absence of 
a death penalty for capital punishment. 
As I said in the beginning of this series.t our reaction 
to crime is chiefly and quite naturally an emotional one. 
The criminal does violence to the standards of behavior 
we have accepted as the basis for a workable system of 
social relations. So we want. to punish him~ not understand 
him and certainly not to.accept any part of the blame 
for his presence among us. We want quick and certain 
results to a-problem to which no honest person has an 
easy answer. But neither can we afford the luxury of an 
emotionally-directed vengeance that is ineffective in 
giving us the pro¢ieetion we need. Let us hope that we 
shall continue to mature until we see the wisdom of 
applying to the control of crime the same method of 
acience _that we have used with such good effect in the 
field of medicine. 
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ANI\f: You have been listening to Professor Albert Morris, 
noted criminologist and chairman of' the sociology 
department of' Boston University, as he discussed the 
Cl"ime of' homicide. On the next program in this series, 
Professor Morris will discuss the subject of' sex of'f'enses. 
Who are the of'f'enders"! Why do they engage in crime"! 
These programs are designed to provide a clearer insight 
into the major social problem of' crime.. Criminals and 
the Community is produced and adapted f'or radio by 
DonaJ_d M. Segall, based on the writings of' Professor 
Morris. 
Your announcer is Rod Rightmire • 
. e 
Criminals and the Community - Program #3 
Sex Offenses 
ANN: Criminals and the Community; a transcribed series of 
programs dealing with crime. Who are the offenders1 
Who do they engage in crime? These progrruM are designed 
to provide a clearer insight into this major social 
problem. Here to discuss the subject of sex offenses 
is Professor Albert Morris, noted criminologist and 
chairman of the sociology department of Boston University. 
PROF! I think the term 11 sex offensestt is one that requires 
some amount of definition. ] really dontt know what 
most people have in mind when they talk about sex offenses. 
One that frequently arouses a good deal of public disturbance 
is rape. This is a violent attack upon a female, hy: 
force and against her will. But we have to remember that 
by far the larger number of rape cases reported are of 
the type called statutory rape. A girl under a certain 
age (eighteen., for exampl-e, in the state of New York) 
is considered by the law to be incapable of giving her 
2 
consent to have sexual relations with a man. This is 
in spite of the fact that she may submit quite willingly. 
The law says that it resists for her, although its 
resisting seems to be rather ineffective in a great 
many instances. Under such circumstances, even if she 
should be one month away from her eighteenth birthday, 
the man involved would be guilty of rape; that is what is 
called statutory rape. A majority of the reported cases 
of rape are of this general type. 
Then we have the other situation, where the woman 
doesntt give her consent. Two of my~students have made 
a study of rape convictions in Massachusetts over a 
period of twenty-five years; and in these, by far the 
larger number are cases in which the victim has invited 
the attack; perhaps not consciously_, but by a hehav-;i..or which 
showed irresponsibility_, poor judgment_, and an inclination 
to be casual in her approach to strangers. This is in spite 
of the fact that she didn't expect the stranger to go 
quite as far as he eventually attempted to do. 
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This is the more general pattern; not the much less~ 
frequent situation in which a child is grossly abused or 
some person is attacked in a lonely spot and viciously 
treated. Such terrible things occasionally happen~ but 
it's the spectacular case that gets the newspaper headlines, 
rathe.r than the run-of-the-mill type which comprises most 
of the cases. 
But rape is certainly not the only sex offense nor the 
most common. There are legally many acts which are 
regarded as sexually criminal in some or all of our 
states. For the most part, I think we have to classify 
sexual offenses into two major types: Those which 
represent se~lal deviation~ which again is a difficult 
term to define; but by which I mean, sexual acts which 
arentt socially approved. This would perhaps include 
homosexuality in our society, although there are some 
societies where this type of person is not disapproved 
at all. It would include in our society, the type of 
individual who attacks children, and who is obviously 
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sexually maladjusted. These sexual deviants may be 
contrasted with those whose sexual behavior may be 
perfectly normal; but nevertheleas 7 not approved under 
the circumstances. This would refer to such acts as· 
adultery and commercialized vice. 
Kinsey's studies reveal a vast gap in our society~ 
between what people state is approvable sexual behavior, 
and what~ in fact~ they do. It would appear that a very 
large proportion of our population bas engaged in some 
sort of sexual behavior which is not only socially 
disapproved~ but which is socially disapproved to the 
point where it's been made criminal by our laws. 
By sexual offenses~ thenJ we mean the whole range of 
sexual offenses made criminal by the law; not just rape 
or some other type of forcible and aggressive attack. 
Commercialized vice is by far the most common type 
of sexual offense. Those people who engage in this type 
of activity are not apt to be abnormal. As a matter of 
fact, they may be quite normal; it may be that they 
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aren't possessed of other sexual outlets which are 
socially approved. 
Exhibitionists and those who are guilty of indecent 
exposure are generally sexually inadequate and maladjusted. 
They aren't sexually aggressive; they don't tend to attack; 
they 1re chiefly annoying. The same is true of those 
people whose sexual behavior involves molesting children 
in one way or another .. 
If we consider the whole range of sexual offenses, 
then I think we can say that the sexnal offender is among 
the least dangerous of our criminals. lie tends to be 
annoying rather than menacing. The number of sex offenses 
we have, makes it possible for people to hold all sorts 
of opinions about the dangers involved. They grow 
hysterical about sex crime waves, based on spectacular 
newspaper reports; this is in spite of the fact that the 
number of sex crimes, major and minor, may not be 
increasing at all. 
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I think the best evidence we have indicates that the 
volume of sex offenses tends to- remain relatively constant 
in proportion to the population; of course, fluctuating 
from year to year somewhat. 
Part of our problem is that a great many sex offenses 
aren't reported, because people don't want the publicity 
attendant upon them. Child seductions take place more 
frequently than they come to the attention of the courts. 
A great many rapes are~ 1 t reported at all. Another 
factor affecting the number of sex offens~s is that a 
very large portion of accusations or complaints are 
unfounded. In France, for example, it 1 s recognized that 
from sixty to eighty percent of all accusations have no 
basis. In fact, itts been estimated that, for each real 
case of rape·brought to trial in England, there are at 
least twelve false claims. Some of these are for purposes 
of blackmail; others for revenge; some are due to the 
fact that young people are occasionally prone to have 
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fantasies. That is~ some women and young girls have 
neurotic fears with reference to matters of sex. So 
they imagine these things as a ~elease. 
Each type of sexual behavior seems to be related to 
some particular type of emotional maladjustment. So 
it becomes necessary to study the relation between the 
particular circumstances that surround it~ Another 
factor to be noticed is that many sex crimes differ 
from certain other common offenses, in that there is 
no cash gain involved. Psychological satisfaction is 
the major objective. The problem is then, essentially, 
one of mental health; and there are many people who 
feel that some types of sex offenses shouldn't be treated 
as crimes at all. 
I thi~~ it's apparent~ then, that there are a good 
many kinds of sex offenses, stemming from many different 
sources. We arenrt even sure what a sex offense really 
is. Would it include the peeping tom or the theft of 
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women 1 s undergarments1 About all we can do is make 
some brave generalizations. 
I think we can say that male sexual behavior is 
na~urally aggressive and active. It involves a degree 
of' physical dominance which may include even a certain 
amount of' sadism and cruelty. When normal sex relations 
are frustrated by the reluctance of' the female, it's 
quite unders·tandable that the impulse may find a substitute 
response in-rape or even sexual murder. 
On the other hand, the role of' the female is passive, 
and we 1ve associated with it, an ideal of chastity; at 
times we 1ve even assumed that there 1 s a lack of' desire 
or need for sexual satisfaction on the part of the female. 
And this, I think, is demonstrably contrary to fact, 
although sexual needs vary a great deal with individuals. 
In view of··this, it 1 s not difficult to realize that women 
may sometimes come to use fantasy for actual violation 
of the moral c·ode. So the woman may come to identify 
herself with a literary or motion picture heroine, who 
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is being overpowered. So she fantasies and reports to 
the police an attack which never occurred.· It's a bit 
like the story of the young woman who dreamed that she 
was lying in her bed when a powerful man burst into the 
door, snatched her off, and carried her away. As he was 
carrying her off, she asked him, rrwhat are you going to 
do'?u And he replied, ttThat r s entirely up to you, Miss .• 
This is your dream. u 
I think however that we can make some general statements 
about sex offenders, based on the evidence at hand. First 
of all, it seems to be quite clear that a person who 
progresses from minor to major sex crimes is the rare 
exception. Secondly, it 1 s the dangerous sex criminal, 
such as the sex murderer, who ia not usually a repeater. 
The person who commits rape isn't apt to continue to 
commit rape. In fact,. homicide_, which we discussed ·on 
an earlier broadcast, is the only crime which has a 
lower rate of repeating than sex offenses of this type. 
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Most of the sex offenders whom we've caught and 
imprisoned are not oversexed; on the contrary~ they are 
people who are se::h.."Ually inadequate; Who haven 1 t been 
able to meet their sexual needs in a normal way. These 
people have had strong feelings of inadequacy with 
reference to their sexual behavior. 
The statement is sometimes made that there are 
thousands of ttsex fiends 11 among us. In the first place, 
this opinion is not supported by the evidence. And in 
the second place, I 1m not even sure if we have any cause 
to use the term nsex Fiend.u There are, of course, 
certain atrocious crimes committed_, but what the term 
11fiendn means, I really don 1t know. At any rate_, itts a 
term that has a strong emotional COlLUOtation, although 
in my opinion_, a very vague one~ To put it differently, 
only an estimated five percent of convicted sex offenders 
.e have committed crimes of violence. 
As we might suppose, crimes of violence are more 
largely committed by younger men; the more habitual but 
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milder~ ap~oying types of sex crimes are committed by 
men of middle and older age. We know much less than we 
would like~ about why people become sex offenders. 
We do know that the roots of sexual disturbance lie in 
childhood. If the child's family hasn't helped him to 
attain normal affection; if they haven't given him the 
opportunities for norrual satisfaction of his curiosity; 
if he's blocked and frustrated in his attempts to act 
out his liupulses within reasonable limits; then he may 
develop attitudes of bitterness; lack of restraint; 
inability to recoenize and make allowances for the rights 
of others. Overportection can be just as har1nful as 
repression. We must recognize that sex curiosity and 
conduct in children is both normal and desirable. If 
we don 1 t realize these things 7 then we may tend to produce 
those psychological conditions in the individual that 
make for sexual deviation in one form or another. 
There would seem to be also a certain measure of 
hypocrisy on the part of society~ with reference to s-exual 
............. ----------~~:"~· .. ------~~-----
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mores. Certain studies have raised some questions as to 
whether the people we put in prison are much more guilty 
of illicit sexual behavior than civilian groups. It 
may just be that certain people are more readily caught 
and exposed than others.. Then also., we 1 re apt to condemn 
the woman considerably more than the man~ where there are 
sex problems involved. If it is learned that a man is 
involved in sexual indiscretions~ it 1 s apt to be regarded 
much more lightly than if a woman is fou_n.d to be involved 
in similar activities. All along the lines there's a 
good deal of evidence that we're not quite sure what our 
standards ought to be. 
The general problem of sex crimes isn 1 t going to be 
solved~ then, by long prison terms for sex offenders. 
This is because the serious offenders are not usually 
repeaters. The next crop of serious sex offenses isn't 
going to be committed by these same people; others will 
come along; other frustrated and disturbed individuals, 
whose childhood experiences have made them unab~e to 
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meet a particular adult situation in a satisfactory 
manner. 
Our problem is mainly to get at the source of these 
frustrations and disturbances before they have an 
opportunity to manifest themselves; before they can become 
too deeply rooted in the indivualts personality. And 
this responsibility lies in the hands of those who are 
supposed to guide the individual through his formative 
years. 
ANN: You have been listening to ~rofessor Albert Morris, noted 
criminologist and chairman of· the sociology department of 
Boston University, as he discussed the subject of sex 
offenses. On the next program in this series, Professor 
Morris will discuss organized crime. Criminals and the 
Community is produced and adapted for radio by Donald M. 
Segall, based on the writings of Professor Morris. 
Your announcer is Rod Rightmire. 
............. --------------~~~~~--
Criminals and the Community - Program #4 
Organized Crime 
ANN: Criminals and the Community; a transcribed series of 
programs dealing with crime. Who are the offenders1 
Who do they engage in crime1 These programs are designed 
to provide a clearer insight into this major social 
problem. Here to discuss organized crime is Professor 
Albert Morris, noted cr~inologist and chairman of the 
sociology department of Boston University. 
PROF: Organized crime refers to the activities of organized 
underworld business as distinct from the activities of 
offenders such as burglars or thieves. Organized 
underworld business can 1t very well survive on the profits 
derived from doing business with other professional or 
habitual~criminals. There just aren 1 t enough customers 
~ong them. So necessarily they have to sell goods or 
services that are wanted by ordinary, everyday people. 
It can do this either because there 1 s a wide market for 
illegal goods or services such as gambling, prostitution 
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and narcotics; or because it can compete more easily 
and profitably with legiti1nate businesses if it criminally· 
avoids the restrictions of law and the expenses entailed 
by them.. For example, it may avoid the tax on liquor 
or cigarettes. Or for that matters it may do away with 
costs almost entirely, by stealing furs, silks and other 
goods instead of buying them on the open market. 
In any event, it involves an organization; executives, 
skilled and unskilled workers such as bookkeepers and 
truckdrivers, salesmen, in the form of peddlers and 
bookies and so on. One feature of some organized underworld 
crime, which is more common than in legitimate business, 
is a private police force. 
Occasionally a railroad may have a private police 
force, or some other types of business firms may maintain 
them, but their activities are restricted to the property 
of the company. However, underworld business may have to 
have a private police force since it can 1 t rely_upon the 
public police to protect it against unethical competition 
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from its fellows. Actually it may obtain the protection 
of the public police force legitimately or not~ for some 
purposes, and still have its own private police to do 
jobs it canrt count on the regular police force to do. 
I've attempted to separate organized underworld crime 
into two major types; the first would include the supplying 
of legitimate goods, such as jewelry, furs and liquor, 
by competing illegitimately with other suppliers; this 
is done by stealing, smuggling and the like. The second 
type supplies goods and service~, like narcotics and 
opportunities for prostitution, which aren't legally 
salable to the general public~ 
Because of the extent of the activities of organized 
underworld crime, it•s obviously impossible to keep police 
and other public officials in ignorance of at least the 
general nature of what's going on. Naturally, underworld 
business management can 1 t run the risk of being closed up 
after their investment of time, effort and capital. 
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So it becomes necessary to neutralize the activities of 
officials who might otherwise put the enterprise in 
jeopardy. 
This, I think, requires two conditions; first, a public 
which is insensitive to the harmfulness of a business to 
which it contributes its patronage. Possibly the act of 
gambling or visiting a house of ill repute or something 
of that sort seems relatively personal and insignificant. 
These activities are not likely to be thought of as 
being made possible by a vast organization whose total 
income from all of these small transactions may run into 
many millions of dollars; income which is used to corrupt 
public officials so that they will permit protected 
~ 
criminal activities to flourish. 
The second condition which favors unden~orld business 
is the existence of public officials who are willing to 
sell out to gangsters, if they pay well and aren't so 
crude in their methods of operation as to arouse public 
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awareness and resentment. At least~ they 1 re not expected 
to arouse public resentment until it's too late. Once 
the underworld has gained too much power~ it's quite 
conceivable that it may have control of a community~ a 
state~ or even a nation. 
The widespread opposition to prohibition on the 
manufacture and sale of liquor was what· gave criminal 
mobs their chance to develop into really big business 
enterprises and to amass enormous capital. 
Accordine to evidence gathered by federal agents for 
presentation to the federal grand jury, Al Oaponers beer 
syndicate had an annual income of twenty-seven million 
dollars. His personal fortune from his combined ventures 
in prostitution~ gambling and bootlegging was estimat'ed 
by internal revenue agents to be about twenty million 
dollars. Well,.. I don 1 t know how accurate that figure is, 
but at any rate, when Capone was indicted for income tax 
evasion, he offered to compromise the case with the 
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government by paying four million dollars. 
By 1930, gangsters who saw the handwriting on the wall 
were anticipating :modification of liquor ·prohibiti.on. 
They began to take the initiative in foisting themselves 
upon legitimate enterprises as organizers.. The pr·ocedure 
was inevitably to organize workers and tradespeople 
~through terrorism~ into unions on which the racketeers 
levied a tribute in the form of fines~ duties, and dues. 
They·forced people into these unions, as they called them, 
as well as into other sorts of business organizations, 
by threats of violence. Bombings and murders were common 
occurrences. 
As a result, the Capone organization and others began 
building up tremendous powera They used the same procedure 
that 1 s been used ever since. They necessarily had to 
obtain protection. This was done by corrupting public 
officials, as well as by obtaining the votes of ignorant 
people in return for favors of various kinds. I suspect 
that for many of the poorer, more recent immigrants, the 
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mobsters of this country appeared pretty much like Robin-
hoods, who were taking from the rich and giving to the poor. 
If a social worker·came to a needy family, he would have 
·to investigate the situation before help could be given. 
This often took a good deal of time. But those poor people 
could go to Joe, down at the corner. He'd see that they 
got a ton of coal or that their son got out of jail or 
do whatever else was needed. After all, people who are 
poor and dispossessed aren't so much concerned with justice, 
as they are concerned in getting the things they need. 
So they'd go down to the corner. There, they'd get 
whatever they needed without any red tape, from some person 
whose job seemed to be not too clear to them; but at any 
rate, he was the person to help them out without any 
questions asked. And in return for this, all they had to 
do was vote for the right people at election time. And 
since they didn 1 t know one candidate from another, it 
didn't make any difference to them. ¥Thy not do a favor 
for Joe1 
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Consequently, criminal groups began to gain political 
. control. They put their own men into office and it 
became increasingly difficult to touch them. Before 
Capone lost his income tax argument with the government, 
he had a little talk with Colonel Robert Ishma Randolph, 
then pres'ident of the Chicago Association of Commerce. 
Capone made him a proposition, which the Colonel later 
told me about. Capone confided that he had about one 
hundred and eighV,rfive ex-convicts and gunmen on his 
payroll, at about three or four hundred dollars apiece. 
He offered to have these men police the city of Chicago 
and guarantee that there would be no more gangland 
killings or other spectacular crimes of organized violence. 
In return, he wanted his liquor and gambling activities 
left alone ... 
There 1 s ample evidence of the connection between the 
underworld and public officials at that time. For 
example, when Dion QtBanion was killed in 1924, he was 
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refused the last rites of his church. But his wake was·.··· 
attended~y five judges, one former judge, and an alderman, 
and Al Capone sent flowers. If we examine these connections 
all the way down the line, we can see how all the gangsters 
and the political machines were tied in, one with the 
other. It really makes quite a shocking picture, right 
through gangland history, and including the present time. 
For example, we all know that Lucky Luciano has been 
deported to Italy. But in spite of this, he is still 
considered to have important connections in this country 
and to be concerned with the distribution of narcotics, 
some of which come from Italy. It•s very difficult to 
prove it, but law enforcement agencies think that the 
present influx of heroin is managed by the Mafia, of 
which Luciano is believed to be the operating head. 
Mafia is an organization that's world ... wide in scope. 
One United States undercover agent, who bad been on an 
assignment in Italy, was asked if Luciano is the kingpin 
of the Mafia. He answered, nif be isntt the kingpin, 
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he • s one o:f the royal :family. u 
Narcotics lend themselves very conveniently to the 
activities o:f underworld big business, because a person 
can carry a :fortune in narcotics in his pocket. They're 
easy to handle, and·once a customer is hooked, he comes 
back :for more. He 111 take all he can get and pay 
whatever he has to in order to obtain it. So there's a 
tremendous profit involved. In other words, it 1 s a 
seller's market. The dope addict is kept :financially 
as well as physically enslaved. 
Most American addicts are using heroin, which has been 
banned :from the United States s·ince 1924. Itts a :fine, 
white powder that 1 s manufactured :for medicinal purposes 
in several foreign countries, then imported to the United 
States. When it gets here, it 1 s cut with milk sugar 
repeatedly, so that it increases tremendously in value. 
Some peddlers buy heroin for :from fifty to one hundred 
dollars ~~ ounce. When it gets to the United States, it's 
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worth over two hundred; and by the time it's watered 
down and distributed to other peddlers, the price jumps 
to five thousand dollars an ounce. So it's a source 
of tremendous income for the underworld. 
Bookmaking is another major activity of underworld big 
business. The small scale bookmaking that goes on in 
local communities may not seem like a major operation. 
The good citizen who's a member of the local church and 
considers himself a proper person, nevertheless, may not 
hesitate to make a phone call and place a two dollar bet 
with his bookie. lVhen he does so~ he's actually making 
a contribution to a gang~controlled operation which is 
estimated to be worth five billion, yes, five billion 
dollars in the United States. It's a connected sort of 
operation because the local bookmaker canlt do business 
unless he can get prompt racing information. This he 
can't obtain except tlLrough the Continental Press Service, 
which is an interstate wire service, monopolized by a group 
of gangsters. 
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I think it 1s apparent from the activities .of the Senate 
Investigatory Commission that law e~orcement bas broken 
down in a good many places in the United States. Officials 
in those areas know perfectly well whatrs going on, but 
won 1 t enforce the law. Unfortunately, criminals dontt 
stop at bookmaking or gambling, but they go on to other 
fields as well. On the fringe of organized crime 
activities, there are hoodlums and criminal gangs of the 
worst sort. ~~d when an organized criminal business 
falls into conflict with other groups of its own kind, 
two things happen; on the one hand, it makes use of the 
law enforcement authorities to keep other racketeers 
out of its territory. The group that has the monopoly 
is protected by corrupted public officials. Then we have 
to remember that once a public official is bought, he's 
bought for good. He becomes, in fact, a member of the 
gang. The underworld owns him. So, when there are 
murders and the gang moves over into other fields, the 
officials do not dare touch them. 
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Another facet of the problem is financing. Underworld 
big business finds it as necessary to finance its 
operations as does any other. It-begins to do business 
with legitimate banks. However, it finds it necessary 
to cover up its sources of income .for tax purposes. To 
do this it buys into legitimate businesse~. In doing 
so; organized crime seems to have an affinity for 
businesses which have rapid turnover and in which 
problems of accounting and control are very difficult. 
Here the public suffers because it has to pay higher 
prices .for goods and services. Just remember, these 
things are not crime fiction. They are part of the 
daily evils you and I permit, through our ignorance 
and apathy. They affect your community, your family, 
your children and mine, every day. 
ANN: You have been listening to Professor Albert Morris, noted 
criminologist and chairman of the sociology department 
of Boston Univers.ity, as he discussed organized crime .. 
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On the next program in this series, Professor Morris 
will discuss white collar crime. Criminals and the 
Community is produced and adapted for radio by Donald 
:M. Segall, based on the writings of Professor Morris. 
Your announcer is Rod Rightmire. 
Criminals and the Community - Progr&~ #5 
White Collar Crime 
}~N: Criminals and the Community; a transcribed series of 
programs dealing with crime. Who are the offenders? 
Why do they engage in crime? These progrruns are 
designed to provide a clearer insight into this major 
social problem. Here to discuss white collar crime 
is Professor Albert Morris, noted criminologist and 
chairman of the sociology department of Boston University. 
PROF: I suppose when people talk about criminals, they most 
likely have in mind the kinds of people who grow up in 
city slums; in tough neighborhoods where life is pretty 
crude. These seem to be the spawning grounds for 
delinquency and crime. Habitual criminals who come out 
of such an environment have a social world of their own. 
I guess this is what people bave in mind when they talk 
about the undeY«orld. 
But not all criminal behavior has its origin in this 
sort of atmosphere. Maybe therets a larger proportion of 
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criminal behavior in the underworld. But there's also 
by way of contrast~ what we might call the upper world. 
And~ in this upperworld, there is a degree of crime. 
Itm talking now about the clean world of sunshine and 
suburbs; of high rents, nice houses, and hardtop 
convertibles. Here also there is crime. 
Itm not referring to a rare instance of someone going 
berserk and killing people, or to the fact that even a 
ttnicett youngster might become involved in a sexual 
delinquency. I'm referring to white collar crime; 
a slick type of crime that doesn't employ lead pipes~ 
or guns, or bodies frozen in cement. I mean the type of 
crime that's committed by people who appear respectable; 
who play golf, and may even go to church on Sunday; 
people who dress well and talk politely·, and behave like 
any other respectable people might. I have in mind, as 
I talk about these things what I. think you ought to have 
in mind as I talk about them ~- real crime. These arentt 
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successful businessmen who use shrewd methods in carrying 
on their activities. These are people whose behavior 
violates existing criminal laws; people who could be 
punished if the evidence could be gathered and if anybody 
wanted to bring action against them. 
Here in Boston and vicinity back in 1950, the rent 
advisory boards were pretty busy~ They were in the process 
of recovering something like two hundred and eight thousand 
dollars from people who had been saddling their tenants 
with·illegal rents~ The Boston office estimated that local 
rent chiselers were collecting more than eight million 
dollars annually in overcharging, and evasiomof one 
sort or another. 
In one of the large cities of our country, a newspaper 
became interested in the operation of a toll road. This 
is one of the finest highways in the country. It was 
built about eighteen years ago and cost three million 
six hundred thousand dollars~ In 1953, the tolls collected 
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on that road were one million dollars. In fact, as far 
back as 1946, they were collecting almost one half 
million dollars a year. So the editor of this particular 
newspaper wondered why it was still necessary to charge 
tolls on a road that had been built eishteen years 
before, at a cost of three million six hundred thousand 
dollars, when they were collecting as much as one million 
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dollars a year in tolls. 
So reporters went prowling around to see what they 
could find. They were told by the district manager that 
t1nobody 1 ~ going to ?ee our books. tt At that they became 
even more suspicious, and soon they .discovered that. the 
districtts workboat was actually a cruiser equipped with 
fishing chairs, outriggers, and a sportsman's flying 
bridge. ·They they turned up a highway-owned swimming 
pool, built for public use, but never opened because the 
officials found that state insurance regulations prevented 
them from doing it. Presently it was discovered that the 
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distr.ict general manager, whose salary was five hundred 
and fifty dollars a month, was building himself an eighty-
five thousand dollar home, complete with private yacht 
basin. So they went on turning up more and more evidence 
that there had been a considerable amount of skullduggery. 
In another part of the United States, the State 
Medical Association was understandably proud of the 
insurance program it had set up. It's something like our 
Blue-Cross-Blue Shield here. It has over eight hundred 
thousand subscribers and pays out a good many .millions 
of dollars a year in benefits. Well, a while back, they 
got disturbed by some stories going around that everything. 
was not as it should be. So they canvas sed a large group 
of their patients, with the result that about two hundred 
or more of the doctors who were involved in this plan, 
were found to be defrauding it by charging for services 
they hadn't rendered. It was estimated that these doctors 
were taking out :from one million to one million two hundred 
thousand dollars a year for services they didn't give. 
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Somet~es, what the physicians did was give one type 
of service and charge for another that brought a higher 
price. For example, a doctor would perform an oper~tion 
for draining a sty, but what he charged for would be a 
cataract operation. In many other instances, they were 
charging for imaginary x-rays and laboratory tests that 
were never made, and for operations which were never 
performed. One of these doctors made the mistake of 
submitting.a bill for surgery and office calls that 
took place while the supposed patient was actually 
visiting in another state* 
These kinds of things occur in all areas. One of the 
most sensational indictments to come up within the last 
few years was against one of the oldest and largest firms 
in its field; a firm that 1 s been in operation since the 
latter part of the nineteenth century. The indictment 
charged that since 1917 -- a period of thirty years -- and 
I quote from the wording of the indictment, nThey had been 
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engaged in systematic spying on competitors~ to secure 
confidential info1~ation about their customers~ and by 
use of threats~ falsehoods and misstatements of fact 7 and 
by jimmying, tampering with7 obstructing, damaging~ or 
otherwise adversely affecting the operation of machines, 
they have induced, compelled, or coerced customers of 
their machines to purchase and use their stencils and 
other duplicating supplies, rather than those sold by 
their competitors~ 11 
Now, of course, a few swallows dontt make a summer, 
and a few cases picked from here and there don 1 t necessarily 
show that there's any large amount of crime among the upper 
classes: in the United States. However, these are not 
rare cases. There are unfortunately many more. It's 
simply a little difficult to give all the evidence in the 
time we have. A few years ago, a study was made of 
seventy large United States corporations, excluding 
banks and public utilities firms. These were not a 
S'elected group. They werentt chosen because they'd been 
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in trouble. They were chosen at random from lists of 
large corporations in terms of their capitalization. 
It was found that these seventy corporations had had 
something like seven hundred seyenty-nine charges brought 
against them, decisions brought against them that they 
had :<:wmmitted crimes; an average of more than twelve 
decisions per corporation. 
One of the important things to notice about this 
upperworld or white collar crime is that it's extremely 
costly. It's far more costly, in economic terms, I think, 
than crimes committed by the underworld. During one 
year, for example, an officer of a chain of grocery stores 
embezzled six hundred thousand d~llars from his firm. 
That was six times as much- as the annual losses from all 
the burglaries and robberies of all the stores in that 
chain. 
We used to label some of our underworld members public 
enemy number one, two and so on. Well, during one year, 
public enemies . number one through six obtained one 
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hundred and thirty thousand dollars. At the same time 
Ivor Krueger., the match kingj stole two hundred and f'ifty 
million dollars, or about two thousand times as much. 
The New York Times in one year reported f'our ·cases of' 
I 
• I embezzlement in the United States, involving at least 
one million d.ollars, the total in the f'our cases being nine 
million dollars. Now, very rarely indeed do we f'ind a 
million dollar robbery. The BrinJr's case is the only 
one I can recall at the present time. Yet this is only 
small potatoes, as f'ar as crime in general is concerned. 
For example, one investment trust company caused a 
loss of' five hundred and eighty million dollars to its 
customers. This particular investment trust was 
advertisine, first of all, that it offered expert service 
in the selecting of safe investments. Secondly, it made 
a great point of the fact that the advantages of an 
investment trust were divers·ification in investments. 
By using the combined investments of a lot of customers, 
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it could buy stocks in many dirferent rirms, and each 
client would have a fractional interest in many di££erent 
firms 7 rather than in one~ And yet~ the trust's railure 
and los·ses were due to the fact that seventy-five percent 
of the securities it had were in affiliated companies. 
It was certainly not behaving honestly~ whether it behaved 
in a way that was rormally criminal or not. 
The reason we don 1 t criminally prosecute these types 
of crimes, I believe, is because the stereotype of the 
criminal we baY.e doesn't pennit it. We 1 re just persuaded 
that the criminal is a low-brow. When we think of a 
criminal, we think of a fellow with his hat pulled down 
over his eyes, or a big cigar in his mouth, or a gun in 
his hand. The type of person who speaks with an uncultured 
accent, and is generally a pretty low sort. And we find 
it hard to believe that the chap who lives near us in a 
.fine residence, may be committing criminal acts. Even i.f 
he deliberately and repeatedly steals another person 1 s 
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patent rights in an effort to strangle his competitor 
by means that are criminal according to existing laws. 
We find it hard to think of him as being a criminal, 
because we play golf with him, or go to church with him, 
or sit with him on the board of trustees of a hospital. 
Then secondly, the crime that these fellows commit 
has what I have referred to as a low social visibility. 
Their books look just as good to anybody, except an 
-- -
auditor, as the books of any concern doing a legitimate 
business. There 1 s nothing apparent about their behavior 
that looks outwardly criminal; we can 1 t recognize it the 
way we can when a fellow sticks a gun in somebody's back. 
The effects of their criminal behavior are diffused. 
llben somebody robs a filling station, itts that one place 
thatts attacked at that one time~ There's a certain 
definiteness about the crime~ But when an investment 
company causes losses that amount to several hundred 
thousand dollars, the losses may be scattered all over 
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the United States and Canada; and no one investor may 
suffer an enormous loss. The consequences of such 
criminal behavior are so diffused that it 1 s difficult for 
us to put our finger on them. 
And it's pretty difficult to place the responsibility. 
After all,. a corporation is a very vague sort of thing. 
When someone holds up a filling station,. we at least 
know the kind of person we 1re after. Someone may be able 
no describe the culprit. But how do we give a description 
of a corporation? It is an organization of respectable 
people, among whom responsibility is diffused,. and they'll 
say, 1tw'ell_, I just work here. I 1m just the bookkeeper, u 
·or 11 I 1m just a salesman.,tt or tti'm the chairman of the board 
of directors, but still I don 1 t have my finger on all the 
details of what 1 s going on in this company. u And the 
responsibility is so dispersed that it 1 s hard to get at. 
Then the people who do suffer losses are more interested 
in recovering their money, rather than seeing that those 
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responsible are brought to justice. So criminal 
prosecutions are seldom started against co1~orations 
even wheri they do behave criminally. 
It is the violation of public trust that makes 
upperworld crime so harmful. We go unprotected to the 
investmerlt banker or senator, the lawyer, the doctor 
or the building contractor. We expect them to behave 
honorably with reference to us. But when they don't, 
it affects our confidence in them. This, in turn, tends 
to have a completely dis1~ptive effect upon society. 
It is this shaking of public confidence that makes such 
behavior more serious than the attacks of underworld 
criminals who are at least honest about identifying 
themselves as criminals. From the low brow who says, 
11My racket is burglary; what's yours?n we can protect 
ourselves. He does not infiltrate our system nor lobby 
in our legislative halls. It is the unidentified 
upperworld offender, who joins us, works with us, plays 
with us, who is the traitor in our midst. 
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ANN: You have been listening to Professor Albert Morris, 
noted criminologist and chairman· of the sociology department 
of Boston University, as he discussed white col~ar crime. 
On the next program in this series, Professor Morris will 
present a general summary of his preceding discussions 
about crime. Criminals and the Community is produced and 
adapted for radio by_Donald M. Segall, based on the writings 
of Professor Morris~ 
Your announcer is Rod Rightmire~ 
Criminals and the Community - Program #6 
General Summary 
ANN: Crirrdnals and the Community; a transcribed series of 
programs dealing with crime.· Who are the offenders? 
Why do they engage in crime? These programs are designed 
to provide a clearer insight into this major social 
problem. Here to present a general stumnary of his 
preceding discussion~ about crime, is Professor Albert 
Morris, noted criminologist and chairman of the sociology 
department of Boston University~ 
PROF: Many wrongful acts are co~nonly called crimes. But 
crime is a ·legal term just as cancer is a medical term; 
and so, properly used, crime is any act so defined by the 
criminal law. The criminal law is the only official list 
we have of the kinds of behavior that those who made the 
laws have agreed are sufficiently harmful to the general 
welfare, as to warrant interdiction and punishment* 
Crime, as defined in this way, covers a tremendously varied 
range of acts, all the way from disorderly conduct to 
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armed robbery,. from malicious mischief to murder. Some 
criminal acts such as playing a friendly game of cards 
for money, pocket-picking and shoplifting, are rela.tively 
petty in their consequences. Others are exceedingly 
costly and have in fact, sometimes caused the suicides 
of people who have lost investments or property as a 
result of placing their trust in people whom they expected 
to behave responsibly and honorably and with good judgment. 
So crime covers a multitude of acts; acts against the 
person; against property; against good order; against 
morals; against the government, like treason or desertion 
from the armed services. If we think of crime as covering · · 
this whole :field, then it 1 s ·rather obvious that, in terms 
of numbers, _most criminal acts are relatively petty. And 
certainly many have a low social visibility, like the 
white collar crimes I spoke about in an earlier broadcast 
or like many sex crimes; for example, adultery, which 
because the persons involved desire and seek concealment 
of their behavior, is not apt to become known .. 
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On the other hand, serious crimes against the person, 
like murder and robbery, are relatively ~ew; they're among 
the least-frequently committed of our crimes. So also 
are of~enses against property that involve violence. I'm 
referring to crimes in which a robber uses force on his 
victim. This is distinct from crimes against property 
which don 1 t entail violence; crimes such as shoplifting 
and embezzlement. 
The victim, of course, is not always terrified by the 
crime. The ttvictim11 in a statutory rape case, ~or example, 
may have welcomed the It attack. u In fact, except for the 
general public which may not even know that certain crimes 
are being conmdtted, there may be no specific identi~iable 
victim. Who, for example, is the victim o~ the moonshiner 
who manu~actures and sells liquor illegitimately? Who is 
the victim o~ the adulterer? 0~ the agent who is guilty 
o~ espionage1 0~ the of~icial who accepts a bribe? 0~ 
the prisoner who goes over the wall? Who is the victim 
o~ the person convicted o~ drunkenness? Or of driving 
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without a license'? The answer is vaguely 11 tb.e general 
publicu rather than some particular identifiable victim. 
All of us are harmed by acts that are contrary to good 
public order and to the general welfare. But often~ there 
is no specific 11victimn who is made afraid or who is hurt 
by such offenders4 
We also have to recognize the role of the victim in 
the crime.. As I have suggested, the tremendous market 
which racketeers have in providing opportunities for 
gambling and prostitution~ depends upon customers who 
don't consider themselves to be criminals. There just 
aren 1 t enough underworld criminals to support these types 
of enterprises. Sos of course~ the customers are 
respectable members of the comraunity. Obviously, during 
the days of prohibition, rum-runners didn 1 t make money 
doing business with one another. They profited because 
respectable citizens had favorite bootleggers who bought 
liquor illegally from wholesalers who were rum-runners 
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or who got their stocks from rum-ru..nners. 
The criminals who corrupt politicians and do tremendous 
h~rm by running their gambling syndicates, don 1 t make 
their money through pari-mutuals at the race track. The 
truth of the matter is that perfectly respectable people 
place bets by telephone from homes and business offices 
in Boston and New York and Chicago and everywhere else 
throughout the country. So to the public, crime is not 
a wholly'unwelcome activity. It often meets a need1 
usually in harmful and undesirable ways. 
It becomes apparent from what I have been saying, 
especially about upperworld crime 1 that any theories of 
crime causation referring to slums, poverty, alcoholism 
or feeblemindedness are completely inadequate to explain 
why we have criminal behavior. Possibly in the future, 
we might emphasize the likelihood of there being a class 
structure for crime, just as there 1 s a class structure 
for legitimate types of occupations. I think this is so, 
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and the evidence at band would appear to back me up. 
One consequence of our common stereotype of crime as 
being of 'a violent or low-brow nature, is that we condition 
our whole system of law enforcement with reference to it~ 
We hire somebody to protect us from physical attack.. This 
means that we seek for our law enforcement officers men 
who can meet fairly high physical standards; we train 
them to use a gun and other weapons. We teach them self-
defense. Then we provide them prowl cars so that they can 
go running around looking for crime. Obviously, such 
persons are trained almost wholly to deal with crimes of 
high visibility, in which a holdup is comnitted out in the 
open or somebody breaks a store window to commit a theft. 
But this conventional training doesn't protect us against 
crimes which have no visibility at all, that can't be 
seen by a policeman in a prowl car. For the most part, 
the efforts we make to apprehend white collar offenders 
are left in the bands of governmenta~ agencies, such as 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, Securities and Exchange 
Commission, the Pure Food and Drugs Administration and 
others. But these organizations have nothing like the 
manpower needed to police white collar crime e~fectively 
throughout the entire 'country. For this reason as well 
as others I 1ve mentioned, we just don 1 t detect and 
prosecute criminally most of the white collar crimes that 
are committed. There~ore, we have only a small proportion 
of such o~fenders convicted. 
I think we 1 re limited in obtaining e~fective crime 
control because the public has a very narrow picture o~ 
what the criminal is like. This also af~ects our readiness 
to provide whatever corrective or rehabilitative 
treatment is needed, because we think of the crimi·nal as 
being physically dangerous; there~ore, he must be locked 
up and guarded. It 1 s been suggested that perhaps the state 
would benefit if we kept men in inexpensive state ~orest 
camps where they could be used constructively in re~orestation 
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work~ as well as in making fire breaks, and in developing 
recreational areas, which we couldn't afford to develop 
otherwise. We have begun to do this but when this is 
suggested, the first reaction of the communities near 
where these camps would be established is to protest. 
11 0b~ we don 1 t want those fellows around here~ They might 
break into our homes, or rape our children, or something 
like that. 11 And they say this because they have a 
certain picture of what the criminal is necessarily like. 
Consequently, this makes it difficult for us to utilize 
these and other methods of treatment that are appropriate 
to particular kinds of offenses, and much more sensible 
and economical for the public than many we now use. 
Looking at the wide ranee of criminal behavior we 
have ;to ·.deal with, it becomes apparent that our types of 
treatment facilities are rather limited. We can fine 
a person, put him on probation, send him to prison, 
or put him on parole. We're about in the position that 
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public health officers would be in if they had to cope 
with a wide range of diseases and all they had in their 
medicine cabinets were some aspirin tablets, some aureomyacin~ 
a few bandages, and some iodine, and this represented their 
whole range of treatment facilities. 
We have to remember that unless we 1 re willing to 
execute offenders or continually build new prisons, for 
every man we send in, we have to let one out. In fact, 
about ninety-five percent of all people who are imprisoned, 
eventually return to society. And because of this, their 
reformation prior to release from prison is just as 
important to the public safety and welfare as was their 
imprisonment in the first place. 
Recognition of the wide range and variety of criminal 
offenses is also important in the interpretation of how 
and why people become cri1ninals.. Obviously, any explanation 
of delinquency or crime in ter.ms of horror comics, movies 
or sadistic television shows ·is just plain silly. Itts 
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like trying to explain sickness in terms of the fact that 
we get our feet wet> or something of that sort. These 
things might have a minor contributory effect in a fair 
measure of instances; and they may act as a trigger in 
certain cases where youngsters, through exper~ence, are 
brought to the point where they 1 re ready for action. But 
they 1 re not apt to cause the ordinary youngster, whots 
wholesome and well adjusted, to go out and decide to 
imitate what he 1 s seen or read about on T.V. or in the 
comics. Such explanations of the causes of crime are , 
completely naive and oversimplified. 
We must recognize that there are many different kinds 
of criminal behavior. And we must begin to classify 
criminal behavior by types, much as we classify diseases 
as being infectious, or deficiency, or degenerative. 
So we might start classifying crimes in terms of basically 
similar characteristics. When we 1ve done this, we have 
to get more specific; just as in medicine after we 1ve 
separated the infectious diseases from the def-iciency 
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diseasesj we must determine what kinds of deficiencies 
are involved; what food deficiencies cause this particular 
type of ailment; or what kind of infection this is. Is 
is a fungus or a germ of some sort? Then we get even 
more specific and find out which germ it is~ isolating 
the particular organism. Then finally, we begin to reach 
the point where we can start to develop vaccines, or 
anti toxins, or antibiotics. 
This is the sort of thing I believe we must do if we 
are to improve our understanding and control of criminal 
behavior. This is what I tried to illustrate by discussing 
and examining homicide specifically, and sex offenses 
specifically. Such studies need to be carried on across 
the whole range of crime. If this is done, the~ ultimately~ 
we may be able to have a group of books in the criminologist's 
library. Not books just dealing with crime, its causes 
·e and treatments; but dealing with homicide, its types and 
their treatments; with assaultative types of crime other 
than homicide; with violations of trust; with interpersonal 
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permissive·crimes of sex~ such as adultery, where therets 
a criminal offense comraitted by two people~ but both of 
them are willing. A beginning has already been made on 
such studies but more thorough and systematic efforts 
remain for the future. Pointing·out the nature and 
direction of the work to be done has been, in fact, a 
primary objective of this series of programs. That is 
why I have tried to emphasize the range and complexity of 
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criminal behavior and the ways in which we migh~ take 
specific types of crimes and examine them individually. 
Perhaps some .. of the things I have suggested may help us 
to leave behind the not too helpful platitudes and 
generalizations we now make and to get on with the necessary 
business of lifting the understanding and controlling 
of crime onto a much higher level of precision~ accuracy 
and effectiveness than it has yet reached. 
~ ANN: You have been listening to Professor Albert Morris, noted 
criminologist and chairman of the sociology department of 
Boston University, as he concluded this series by 
13 
presenting a general summary of bis preceding discussions 
about crime. We hope tbat you bave found these programs 
both interesting and informative. Criminals and the 
Community was produced and adapted for radio by Donald M. 
Segall, based on the writings of Professor Morris., 
Your announcer is Rod Rightmire. 
